Dear Jim, Your PA records 1?/3/77 

I've read or skimmed (like the forms) all I'll send the militaryrecords to Dave 
instead of returning them to you for this. Because the one that I want (there are two 
versions) is a poor copy, I'd appreciate it if when you can you make a copy from the 
original of your telling the Army it was a subversive organisation. I think Howard 
might like that one, too. 

The FBI's practise of FBI semantics and its general liking of obfuscation and 
ellipsis make it hard to offer definitive statements but I believe the letters you gave 
me indicate they do have what they are withholding and that it is probably raunchy stuff. 

BFO H/lO /77 means they have national-security or law-enforcement or both kinds 
of files and probably means they have records the nature of which is not indicated. I'll 
come to a generality on this below. The key here is the referral to FBI HQ. 

MFO IO/n/77 can mean no more than that there were references to you in the Murkln 
files, as pefhaps in no more than dippings. What is missing here is "only" in the 
language "a Memphis file contained a refereence...” It may mean nothing that they limit to 
"a Memphis file" butl found myself wondering if they had others. It can be that this 
is valuable for other reasons, the FBI's claim to have no indexes on Murkln. Why else 
would Memphis have you? Yet "a search of the index to our records system reflecting in- 
VQstlgationa conducted tar the ^mphliL-Flgld Offiog" showed you. TfcLs seems to say that 
there is a Murkln index, important in 1996, and that they did conduct any investigation 
that included you. If I would not consider that clippings are investigating, I do believe 
that searches of and reporting on court records could be so classified. So the investi- 
gation need be nothing at all. I've underscored for your attention. 

Milwaukee FO 11/16/77 has a copy of Crisis ("Internal Security" file number) and the 
applicant (151) letter that defies accurate dating. No other attachment. This aiirt41 is 
dqtAd 3/24/64 but refers to "BUDEDi 4/2/64." *t also refers to Buelt 3/3/64, not attached. 
The le ter to you again laeka the important word "all" referring to what is in their files. 
*t doeB contain what I question, the statement that "only document pertaining to you 
which have not been furnished to our Headquarters have been processed and are enclosed. 

I would ask for each copy of every record. You did not include the 3pp record in which the 
deletions are allocated to 7D, source disclosure. 

WFO 1l/2l/77 (after it received copies of all others?) duplicates the Milwaukee 
record but does not provide its own or HQs of 3/3/64. It also fails to state that what it 
refers to is all. In claiming bl as well as fS, not D, claimed by Milwaukee, it would 
appear to be withholding still other information, not the same fya Milwaukee does. In S 
fchey always misuse "disclose" and never respond to citation of the dictionary. I'd make a 
issue on that use alone. I'd also contest the referral to HQ and the misuse of CFR 16.97 
to mean that the HQ substitution for full records meets the requirement of the Aot. They 
interpret this to mean that only "records maintained in the FBI's Central file" is to be 
searched. You can t accept this. There Is no requirement that all FO records even be looked 
at in the cited langauge,"(l ) Where the investigative activities Involved have been 
reported to FBI Headquarters, records maintained ip the FBI's Central file, will be 
searched. " Aside from the punctuation, which I can t figure, you ask for records of 
investigations and other means of generation, not what I've emphasized, "activities." 

However, I also would not assume that the use of "activities" is careless expression. 
It is not synonymous with reports or investigations. Activities can include other than 
normal investigations. 


^tily. 


